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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office action is in response to the RCE filed on September 22, 2005. 

2. Claims 56-68 are pending. 

3. Claims 56-68 are new. 

4. Claims 1-55 are canceled. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

5. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
September 22, 2005 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

6. Claim 66 is objected to because of the following informalities: replace "first and 
second concurrent task" with -first and second concurrent tasks--. Appropriate 
correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. Claims 63, 64 and 66 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

8. Claim 63 recites the limitation "the first concurrent task". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

9. Claim 64 recites the limitation "the second concurrent task". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

10. Claim 66 recites the limitation "the first and the second concurrent task". There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. Claims 56-61, 67 and 68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Korn U.S. Patent No. 6,880,083 (hereinafter Korn) in view of W3C 
HTML 4.01 Specification (hereinafter W3C). 

12. As per claim 56, Korn discloses a method executable in a computer for restricting 
access to a script in a computer comprising the steps of: 

a. storing a modified web page in a web server including a hypertext object 
having a reference to a decryption program (col. 2:14-30 and lines 34-35; 3:32 
and lines 37-38); 
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b. storing an encrypted script in a web server and storing a decryption 
program on a server capable of decrypting the encrypting script (Korn, col. 2:14- 
30; 3:15-20, 30-33); 

c. sending a first URL request to the web server for the modified web page 
by a web browser in a computer (3:36); 

d. receiving the first URL request at the web server and fetching the modified 
web page for a first download to the web browser, wherein a user's browser 
downloads the encrypted script and the decryption program (Korn, 3:36-38); 

e. decrypting the encrypted script by the run-time environment to produce a 
script for transmittal to and execution by the web browser (Korn, 3:59-60; an 
applet runs in a JRE). 

2. Korn does not expressly teach the hypertext object including a reference to the 
encrypted script, nor does Korn explicitly disclose the steps of sending a second and 
third URL request and receiving the second and third URL request as recited in claim 
56. W3C teaches incorporating a hypertext object within an html page to invoke 
remotely located objects that perform dynamic tasks, including functions defined by 
applets; furthermore, the hypertext object includes parameters to identify the location of 
remote data read in by the objects to perform the dynamic tasks (section 13.3, 
especially section 13.3.1 "Rules for rendering objects" and 13.3.2 "Object initialization: 
the PARAM element"; section 13.4). In this prior art, objects such as applets are 
rendered in the following order: a user agent first renders the object (pg. 8 of section 
13.3.1 "Rules for rendering objects," "The user agent must first try to render the object"), 
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and when the object is rendered, the user agent searches for PARAM elements as 
parameters for the objects (pg. 12 of section 13.3.2 "Object initialization: the PARAM 
element," "When an OBJECT element is rendered, user agents must search the content 
for only those PARAM elements that are direct children and "feed" them to the 
OBJECT") In one example, a hypertext object in a modified web page (the <OBJECT> 
tag in an html page) references the object using a URL ("<OBJECT 
classid="http://www.gifstuff.com/gifappli" [first line of pg. 12 of section 13]) and also 
references the run-time data to "feed" into the object as a URI 

("value="./images/elvis.gif [4 th line of pg. 12 of section 13]). It would be obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to store a hypertext object 
including a reference to the encrypted script (OBJECT tag) in a modified web page and 
a reference to the decryption program (PARAM attributes), whereby access for 
restricting access to the script includes the following steps: sending a second URL 
request to the web server initiated by the user for the decryption program (Korn, 3:38: 
"clicking on an applet"); receiving the second URL request at the web server and 
fetching the decryption program for a second download to the web browser (classid and 
codebase attributes define URIs to request and retrieve the object); retrieving the URL 
reference to the encrypted script in the modified web page by the web browser; sending 
a third URL request to the web server initiated by a runtime environment for the 
encrypted script; and receiving the third URL request by the web server and fetching the 
encrypted script for a third download to the run-time environment (PARAM attribute 
value is a URI designating a resource [last line of page 1 1 of section 13]; applets are 
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rendered and run in a J RE). One would be motivated to do so since the invocation of 
remote objects and remote data sets using hypertext enables access to dynamic 
programs and data sets from a remote location, which enables greater flexibility to store 
and retrieve programs and data sets (W3C, ibid). The aforementioned cover the 
limitations of claim 56. 

3. As per claim 57, the rejection of claim 56 under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Korn in view of W3C is incorporated herein, (supra) In addition, Korn 
and W3C further teach or suggest detecting in the first download by the web browser a 
URL reference in the modified web page to a decryption program (Korn, col. 3:37-38; 
W3C, pg. 9 of section 13, "classid"). 

4. As per claim 58, the rejection of claim 56 under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Korn in view of W3C is incorporated herein, (supra) In addition, Korn 
and W3C further teach or suggest detecting in the second download by the web 
browser a URL reference to an encrypted script in the modified web page (Korn, col. 
3:37-38; W3C, pg. 12 of section 13, "PARAM" and "value="./images/elvis.gif >"). 

5. As per claim 59, the rejection of claim 56 under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Korn in view of W3C is incorporated herein, (supra) In addition, Korn 
and W3C further teach or suggest invoking the decryption program with the reference to 
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the encrypted script by the web browser for execution by the run-time environment. 
(Korn, col. 3:37-38, an applet runs in a JRE) 

6. As per claim 60, the rejection of claim 56 under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Korn in view of W3C is incorporated herein, (supra) In addition, Korn 
and W3C further teach or suggest the web browser is a multi-tasking browser (Korn, 
col. 1:12-13; 2:35: IE is a multi-tasking browser). 

7. As per claim 61 , the rejection of claim 56 under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Korn in view of W3C is incorporated herein, (supra) In addition, Korn 
and W3C further teach or suggest the run-time environment is a multi-tasking run-time 
environment (applets run in an JRE, which is a multi-tasking run-time environment). 

8. As per claims 67 and 68, they are claims corresponding to claims 56-59, and 
they do not teach or define above the information claimed in claims 56-59. Therefore, 
claims 67 and 68 are rejected as being unpatentable over Korn in view of W3C for the 
same reasons set forth in the rejections of claims 56-59. 

1 3. Claims 62-66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Korn in view of W3C, and further in view of Hall CORE Web Programming , Chapter 14, 
"Concurrent Programming using JAVA Threads" (hereinafter Hall). 
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9. As per claims 62-66, the rejection of claim 60 under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Korn in view of W3C is incorporated herein, (supra) Neither Korn nor 
W3C explicit disclose or suggest launching concurrent tasks by the multi-tasking 
browser when the web page is loaded into the web browser; wherein the first concurrent 
task sends the second URL request to the web server for the decryption program; 
wherein the second concurrent task sends the third URL request to the web server for 
the encrypted script; wherein the multi-tasking runtime environment suspends to wait for 
the multi-tasking runtime environment to detect that the multitasking web browser has 
stored the encrypted script; wherein the multi-tasking browser triggers the multitasking 
runtime environment to synchronize the first and the second concurrent task by 
detecting the availability of the encrypted script. However, multitasking is a notoriously 
well known means in the art to configure tasks within an application to enable the 
benefits of concurrent programming. For example, Hall discloses utilizing threads within 
an applet run on a Netscape Browser to perform concurrent tasks for the purpose of 
efficiency and convenience (pg. 749, introduction and pgs. 750-760; pgs. 770). Hall 
further discloses arbitrating contention for resources by locking code for a given thread 
and notifying other thread when the lock is released by the given thread; this process 
ensures that the locked code is available only when the thread locking the code is 
finished executing the code, which prevents improper execution of the code (pg. 760- 
762; pg. 766, "notifyO" and "notifyAII() H ) In the case of the tasks for submitting the URLs 
for the decryption program and the encrypted script, these are atomic tasks that do not 
require a necessary order for proper operation, and hence, concurrent submission of 
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the URL for the decryption program and encrypted script are obvious variants in view of 
Hall. Moreover, the step of suspending the runtime environment to detect multitasking 
web browser has stored the encrypted script, wherein the multitasking browser triggers 
the runtime environment to synchronize the first and second concurrent task by 
detecting the availability of the encrypted script is an obvious enhancement since 
decryption of the script can only proceed when the encrypted script is available locally 
within the browser. Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to launch concurrent tasks by the multi-tasking 
browser when the web page is loaded in to the web browser; wherein the first 
concurrent task sends the second URL request to the web server for the decryption 
program; wherein the second concurrent task sends the third URL request to the web 
server for the encrypted script; wherein the multi-tasking runtime environment suspends 
to wait for the multi-tasking runtime environment to detect that the multitasking web 
browser has stored the encrypted script; wherein the multi-tasking browser triggers the 
multitasking runtime environment to synchronize the first and the second concurrent 
task by detecting the availability of the encrypted script. One would be motivated to do 
so to perform the task more quickly in a multithreaded environment and for the sake of 
convenience. (Hall, pg. 749) The aforementioned cover the limitations of claims 62-66. 

Communications Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jung W. Kim whose telephone number is 571-272-3804. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 
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